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SCH # [Insert]

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Pursuant to: Division 13, State of California Public Resources Code
Project Description:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro), San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
(SGVCOG), Gateway Cities Council of Governments (GCCOG), Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works (LACDPW), and City of Industry propose to improve mobility and relieve
congestion, capacity constraints, and other related deficiencies on Interstate 605 (I-605) at the
Valley Boulevard interchange. The 1-605/Valley Boulevard Interchange Improvements Project
(project) is an Early Action Project (EAP) of the I-605 Corridor Improvement Project.

The proposed project is located approximately two miles north of State Route 60 (SR-60) and 0.8
of a mile south of Interstate 10 (I-10) within portions of the City of Industry and unincorporated
Los Angeles County (see Figure 1.2-1 Regional Location and Figure 1.2-2 Project Location).
Caltrans is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Determination:

This proposed Negative Declaration (ND) is included to give notice to interested agencies and
the public that it is the Departmentds intent to
that the Departmentds decision regarding the proj

on comments received by interested agencies and the public.

The Department has prepared an Initial Study (IS) for this project, and pending public review,
expects to determine from this study that the proposed project would not have a significant effect
on the environment for the following reasons:

The proposed project would have no effect on aesthetics, agriculture and forest resources,
energy, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and housing, recreation, tribal
cultural resources, and wildfire.

The proposed project would have less than significant effects on air quality, biological
resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazardous waste
and materials, hydrology and water quality, noise, public services, transportation, and utilities and
service systems.

Ron Kosinski Date
Deputy District Director

District 7, Division of Environmental Planning

California Department of Transportation
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Proposed Project

1.0 Proposed Project
1.1 NEPA Assignment

California participated in the ASurface Transpor
Program) pursuant to 23 USC 327, for more than five years, beginning July 1, 2007, and ending
September 30, 2012. MAP-21 (P.L. 112-141), signed by President Obama on July 6, 2012,
amended 23 USC 327 to establish a permanent Surface Transportation Project Delivery Program.
As a result, the Department entered into a Memorandum of Understanding pursuant to 23 USC
327 (NEPA Assignment MOU) with FHWA. The NEPA Assignment MOU became effective
October 1, 2012 and was renewed on December 23, 2016 for a term of five years. In summary,
the Department continues to assume FHWA responsibilities under NEPA and other federal
environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, with minor
changes. With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and the Department assumed all of the United
States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary's responsibilities under NEPA. This
assignment includes projects on the State Highway System and Local Assistance Projects off of
the State Highway System within the State of California, except for certain categorical exclusions
that FHWA assigned to the Department under the 23 USC 326 CE Assignment MOU, projects
excluded by definition, and specific project exclusions.

1.2 Introduction

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro), San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
(SGVCOG), Gateway Cities Council of Governments (GCCOG), Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works (LACDPW), and City of Industry propose to improve mobility and relieve
congestion, capacity constraints, and other related deficiencies on Interstate 605 (1-605) at the
Valley Boulevard interchange including high accident rate locations, inadequate truck turn paths,
nonstandard lane and shoulder widths along loop ramps, and noncompliant Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) facilities.. The 1-605/Valley Boulevard Interchange Improvements Project
(project) is an Early Action Project (EAP) of the 1-605 Corridor Improvement Project (CIP). An
EAP has been identified as a project that can be implemented quickly and easily to ease
congestion as soon as possible. Caltrans is the lead agency under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The project is located adjacent to the 1-605 approximately two miles north of State Route 60 (SR-
60) and 0.8 of a mile south of Interstate 10 (I-10) within portions of the City of Industry and
unincorporated Los Angeles County (see Figure 1.2-1 and Figure 1.2-2). The project would
include reconfiguring, widening, and/or modifying [-605 freeway on-/off-ramps as well as
improvements to Valley Boulevard (additional through lane and turn lanes) and widening Temple
Avenue to improve traffic flow.

The project is included in the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 2016-2040
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) as amended by
Final Amendment #3 (RTP identification 1163S009) (Southern California Association of
Governments, 2018) and the 2019 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP
identification LA0G1457) (Southern California Association of Governments, 2019a).

Interstate 605/Valley Boulevard Interchange Improvement Project May 2020
Initial Study/Environmental Assessment California Department of Transportation
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